H4	Chap. 3—assignment
business within the reputed ownership clause (w).    (b)
Has notice of the assignment been given to the hirer ?
In re Davis, Ex parte Rawlings.—A group of cases
which go a long way to provide the answer arose in the
very instructive bankruptcy of In re Davis, in respect of
which three cases are reported, Dewars case and Pipes
case in Weekly Notes (x) and F-uchsbalgs case in the Law
Reports (y). All these cases are in respect of one form
of hire-purchase agreement.
Davis was a furniture dealer and a hire trader. The
form of hire-purchase agreement used by him appears to
have been that known as a Lee v. Butler agreement, i.e.,
it amounted to an agreement on the part of the hirer to
buy for a fixed price by instalments. Davis had a
number of these agreements current when in 1886 he got
into financial difficulties. In order to overcome them he
(a) deposited several of the agreements with Messrs.
Dewar & Co., (Dewars' case) as security for a trade debt,
but the transaction was not in writing and notice was
not given to the hirers ; (b) by deed assigned all moneys
due or to accrue due to him under certain other of the
agreements, and all rights and remedies under the agree-
ments to W. Pipe absolutely in satisfaction of certain
trade debts. Notice was given to the hirers before the
commencement of the bankruptcy (Pipe's case) ; and
(c) by deed assigned all his right and interest in certain
other of the agreements to E. Fuchsbalg to secure an
advance of £1,000. Notice was given to the hirers,
presumably before the commencement of the bankruptcy,
but the exact date does not appear in the report
(Fuchsbalg's case).
It was held in each of the cases that none of the assign-
ments were bills of sale or affected by the Bills of Sale
Acts, as they were merely assignments of choses in action,
but that the instalments were debts growing due.
Dewars' Case.—In Dewars' case, it was held that the
assignment could not prevail against the trustee in bank-
fee;) Bankruptcy Act, 1914, s. 38 (c).
(x) In re Davis 6- Co., Ex parte Rawlings, Dewars' Case, Pipe's Case.
[1888] W. N. 225 ; 5 Digest 696, 6125.
(y) In re Davis 6- Co., Ex parte Rawlings (1888), 22 Q.B.D. 193.

